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The following seiscrardua is a brief 


~y of the report of the Central 


Intelligence Agency cf October 11 and October £>>, 19<yf, entitled "Foreign Press 
Reaction to the Warren Report." 

this survey provides a cross -sec tier cf the cenrents of the leading newspaper's 


cf nearly all foreign countries creep 
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significant number in. the For Snot, 


Middle Fast, and Africa. Light coverage In the USSR stressed that doubts sect 
suspicions had not been allayed. However coverage in Fas tern Zuropa expressed 
strcEg skepticism, frequently quoting such critics as Lane, Bussell, and Buchanan. 
A YssjcsI&y noted, however, that the reaction of the U. S. and rest of the foreign 
pressa tas feycrabla. lea Albanian press. Ills the Ccraunist Chinese, did not 
location the Report.. 


> 


press reaction in Eastern Siircpe isas heary and varied* Ccnan^iist and 
T^^CCf^XZDiSt, ware sharply critical. Hilo they stressed the conclusion 

•that there va3 no foreign irrvclvaeerct.; they charged & ’’whit swash” of rigpt-;fiagers 
and fascist 


Esa- scn-CcsrJuaist press in. Western Europe tas gsiserally favorable, although, 
there were notable exceptions. Austrian daili es noted the absence cf surprises 
end raised questions about the "nystery* that remained. Belgian papers accepted 
the findings cf the Cctusisnicn, but one noted that the assassination would st ill 
be listed sc rang the mysterious deaths of iiistory. Banish organs were skeptical., 
claiming -that the Report did hot end all doubt. Finnish papers accepted Ccssissioa '• 
find in gs. In France, a leading independent daily concluded that the truth 'Vi th 
all its irraticnal implications" ->?as found in the Report, but an ierportant noderate 
paper was critical. In Italy, independent and conservative papers approved, a 
socialist daily disapproved. Dutch papers tore factual, one praising the Report. 

Two Portuguese dailies were scssauhat critical- Spanish newsmen coz;xsnic& favorably, 
although enc right-wing parser called it "bard to believe. " ‘He leading liberal 
dAily of Sweden and an independent Swiss newspaper praised the Report while nen- 
Ccrasuaist papers in West Germany generally accepted its findings.- 

In the Far Zast the Japanese press approved the Report, except for a 
Ccsrteaist ergun. Cf the few item available elsewhere in that area, a Caabcdian 
daily described the Report as a cover-up, but Malaysian and Thai papers were 
factual. Few newspapers in the Hear and Middle Hist ccsrentcd on the Report 
except the Coamcniato who denounced it. A pro- government Greek organ and a 
raruraiist . Cyprus- paper wore highly critical. A leading Indian newspaper was 
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and Iranian independent papers 'rare favorable. He ncu-Ccmuniat press 
ct * fGfael vua objective, cue leading daily accepting the conclusions. IZxv&o&psrs 
“* iurney and Pakistan were factual. Irani and Jordanian ’doilies linked 

v..a aiiaaseinatica to Zionists. dyrizm natio na l is t organs hi ghli ghts negative 
rear ticn to the deport, and the U. A. R. press as critical. " 

^ Most' African nawspapera included the criticise of 2asse.ll and others as well 
as sceptical French reaction. Shis occurred in Algeria, Angola, Chad, Congo 
v naopoAivillo } , Ivory Coast, end the lllagcsy Republic.. As independent Penis ion 
aaily siipparted the Report, and -on cppcaltica party organ in South Africa was 
inclined n to accept it. a 


m da. tin ^-sssrica <ds& conservative press generally indicated acceptance of 
tlse Report, although sarr/ gave sees space to the critics. -The Arg ant’ine press . 
von generally favorable, although a neutralist rater was eriticalT lamr-tont 
Brazilian papers supported the Report but two conservative papers, ware" skeptical, 
n Bolivian conservative organ hloncd the Ccssaaists hut a liberal one accepted 
tho Report. S» Chilean press divided along political lines, with conservative 
vapors favorable and leftist critical. A leading liberal organ in ColcsMa 
stated that the Report Ixad not answered larg er ta at questions. Ccnnont in the 
Ksxicaa press was generally unfavorable, He papers of. Uruguay ware objective 
erespt for pro-CceBninist critidsn. Its gpv^snsa^^ostrodled Cuban -rccs was 
hostile.. ■ 
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